An inductive method CA in the A-system of Carnap [1] is immodest, on evidence e, iff its estimate, on e, of its own accuracy is higher than its estimate, on e, of the accuracy of any rival method CA,. Immodesty seems to be a condition of stable trust: if you trusted a modest CA, you should start by trusting its advice to replace it by a rival that it estimates to be more accurate. One might guess that any CA would be immodest on any evidence. But Spielman forbears to mention that his remedy is exactly the one that I considered in the next-to-last paragraph of [2], and there rejected for a reason that turns out to be a bad one. So it is up to me to explain why it is that Spielman's remedy does succeed, despite what I said.
